June 8, 1969 


Attorney Sonariil John Sitchell 

i\i portin'. of Justice 
ffft'eMngton, 2.C, 

Dnnr ttv, J5i tchoil, 

After X fsicffi wrote you beginning three months sgp. X got « 
non-re iSponaiva reply, for you, la the asms of your Assistant Attorney 
General In cherge of the Crlainol 21 vision, from his Chief of the 
General Crimen Section* Tfitbout my ©top baring gotten eny kind of 
honed or meaningful answer to cmy inquiry of your Department, under 
ony a dml:>i*+. ration, this one toga a with tbs bold statement "that further 
SKchonge of correspondence between yourself sad the Deportswat of 
Justice on this witter will,aorvo no useful porpoa*." 

At thlfi point, <■ fter firs unanswered letters subsequent to 
my receipt cf this accurate fnreoeal thtjt you would never respond, 
letters in toioh I asked for bcobbo to what X era. entitled to under the 
lew it ia your obligation to enforce. It looks very much eu if the 
XeperUasmt of Justice is sore afraid that oerrespondence would sa ve 
s useful purpose, a purpose it fears. 

A* I wrote earlier, X do understand that busy executives must 
delegate to those under tlv-tn wh*t ts*y cannot attend poraonslly, »e they 
must also depend upon others for too in formation taeyb&awe, ’fhie In no 
way diminishes th« responsibility of tfeoas in charge. ?ke Attorney Con- 
erel still run* the S*pe*iiaent of luetioo. It ia, l believe, your res- 
ponsibility to see that the laws ere observed, by you end by your hep- 
art moat, as it ia to see that oitlxtae making proper inquiries yet pro- 
per response a 1 thin a reasonable tins. 

Shea a cltiaan. asks his Oapsrtosat of Justice far owes* to 
court records and cannot get sn answer, things he,ve parsed a deplorable state 
in a country such as aura. 1 have made this request; you Am) not responded. 
Practically, this yeans you nave refused m* 1 believe you cannot. 

After you or your office referred ay first two letters to •£». 

Belabor I thereafter wrote his. Beccuae hs has not sneo xs spoil dal, in cay way, 

I again address you. X heve two purposes, fo the degree X sen, I mat to to 
certain that you know the situation, for the responsibility is yours, sad, if 
necceaery, X went to invoke toe laws tost entitle re to that mich X e«ok. I 
prefer not to iww to resort to this, ®a I mjuld hope you would, too. 

I mads specific requests for rpe#lflo information ia letters to 
your Department between March 30 and April 23. I f X ora refused this informa- 
tion, I ’respectfully request citation at the authority nndtr whiefc you refuse 
it. in each case I also ask that you provide me with the: Cxma sad in struct! on* 

I will ne«4 to seek to obtain thi3 information under the "Freedom of information? 


Sv'r 1 !* 8 iftttotioa to invoke the previsions of this lav, if necessary. 

y f cali to y ” u,r ®t-ea.tloa taat A have, la tbo peat, aaSsed the <>ov&rnm«rrtf 
for the means o. utilizing tide law without • 3 \ rn r ''>tjvin£! co^-n »o -s-'iil a*> 

I do not think this waa the latent of Oo^u int^ZXlT^ 

, * , ***>*€ those ■’doouaent a 1 heva sought unsuccessfully la a memoren- 

t^aaliilTT^* ?f tha - ,r33id9Ui3 ; ^*H»dy entopsy material, a* gst * or $h n ^ d 
deeoribad la earlier aorraaponJance in yur filed, Hsapeatfullw X cell to 
your .tteMirn ti» tet that tala feeum* la one of tie aorSng 
the a peel a* panel convened by your predecessor and by it ma so Inventoried 
t ^ ii<37d '■ ai ‘ a r&aovoa it fsoa any exoautlvo authority to withhold it *Rd~ 
aarawlth reaeu my re-.jaeat for it. 


Under the previous administration, ehea I asked for access to the 
lracroperly-sithaeld David 0. tferrls astarUl, 1 *.u« told by Mr, Vjtnaoa that a 
revlds sea under say. I hove aiaca uakeJ the results of this review aadnhave 
naa &o response. I ran ew the ;uaatIon, rene« the request for this materiel, 
and *oul>4 like the accessary iastruotioae sal tome for application under the 
«bov«-ci#®d lew should 1 Ogein be denied, fay 1, in this connection, sell to 
your attention the seeming Impropriety and tas iausaaistaacy In the gevaraaent 
claiming in court, to a litigant, that ho has not exhausted hi 4 adainlatretive 
remedies while the some government denies another access ts hla afeialotroti vo 
remedies? 


^hilo 2 $x\ u&*£lllAg to belUvo It, 1 iafoiwd that egsnta 

of tli* Federal Buroou of aveatlgatloa defaming ao# X did call this report 
to your stt^Etdoxi# c^Ll^via^# as X do# thr*t t»b$xa -should b& £t lfea&i $ foras 
denial of It# Awl do from Mr# B$lch4r f $ aasuxaace " that such induct icould bo In 
complete disregard of Dopartfoantal &ad Bureau policy* ar.d hi# ototoaieat ifct&fc a 
copy of my lott-^r wea seat r tc the Director of the Bureau fbr hi# consideration" 
Xnfaaw board nothing# *&ea that Bureau proaiso® to sand &e © copy of its press 
release and doeen t t# and *hon that -^irootor f&ils t^j respond to a written request 
for a prose roloaae, perti&p# 1 should not b© surprised at the absence of a for- 
the-reeord denial# however# X would prefer to think the Attorney Oener&l of the 
Waited Ctatee would not be content for the matter to rest here# 

irhavc often requested o copy of the spectrogrephie saaly&i3 of the 
bullet end fx^gterats or bulleta alleged to haw beau used in tba aaxxder of (’resi- 
dent ^ohn Kfeane&y# My witten request* to the Director has n#ver been Quavered# 

I hereby renew this request# asking# if I am dented# Lor * et^teaent of the 
reason or reasons end the instructions snd forma for invocation of the Freedom 
of In format ion !*»• Ik regard tc the barren Commisivion file identified sa 
Ci^47:7# i j&ntei th$ sama rer.uasta, a« 1 do with. c;Bl£69# 


Mong tfcoee unanswered requests referred to above is tfco evideneo 
presented in court in Sngliimd# X ^ould now ilk# to broaden fch&t to iuciiuce 
that usod in lismphla# directly end indirectly# in tks c©ee of iinrl Bay* 

VJien X .make rsqueats of t fee .National Archives# tUoi’e no*^ la a daisy 
of not lees then Vo r&onths be for<*. thera is sny id.no of re^po ^ a# when ti^re ia 
one, I believe t,Ma# in Itself# clouds the purposes end integrity of t ho go vei'nra> at # 
four own Deportment does not respond at ell« I do hope you ill correct this, trJtt 
you will agre« thet when a citizen and mo r*# a writer# iaske£ proper inquiry of the 
Covaran&at# response should be a a prompt possible* 


Since roly f 
Harold ileiaberg 


